APPENDIX III

before the House of Commons is finally committed to a decision which must
change the history of his kingdom, that that House does indeed represent the
democracy of to-day.                                     (The Times, 6 September 1913.)

2.  The Times leading article, 8 September 1913

(After quoting Mr Cave's letter.) A section of the Unionist Party are
advocating this very * challenge to democracy' by canvassing a proposal for
petitioning the King to refuse his assent to the Home Rule Bill after its third
passage under the Parliament Act.

Such a proposal does not bear analysis. It originated in irresponsible
quarters and it betrays its amateur origin in a complete ignorance of our legal
and constitutional usage. But it at least serves to show the un-wisdom of the
Government in remaining silent in face of the unswerving attitude of Ulster.
The alteftiative suggestion put forward by Mr Cave, coming as it does from
a politician of influence and standing, will receive more consideration. The
author of the suggestion admits that his proposal is hardly constitutional; but
he falls back on the 'undoubted right' of the Sovereign to dissolve Parliament
before the next Session begins. Legally there is no question that under the
Constitution there are certain reserved rights of the Crown; but they are
atrophied by long disuse. In spite of this, Mr Cave thinks that the policy of
the Government justifies their reassertion after the lapse of centuries. It is,
however, in our judgment, inconceivable that the Sovereign should contem-
plate a step which might lead to an apparent disagreement between the occu-
pant of the Throne and the majority of his people. Unionists must face the
possibility, however remote they believe it to be, of another reverse at the
next general election. A dissolution of Parliament by an exercise of the
Royal Prerogative, proprio motu regis, might be followed by a vindication at
the polls of those very Ministers whose advice had been set aside. The
proposal, in fact, has only to be stated with its implications for its consti-
tutional absurdity to be revealed. It is a first principle of our Constitution
that the King acts solely on the advice of his Ministers. Ministers, therefore,
must bear on their own shoulders complete responsibility for the advice they
give. It is their duty to give the Sovereign certain assurances, on which he
acts, and for which he is justified in asking before giving the Royal Assent.
If Mr Asquith, whose knowledge of constitutional practice is perhaps
unrivalled, is unable to give such assurances, His Majesty will no doubt
dissolve Parliament on the advice of his Ministers.
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